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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicants submission filed on 29 
March 2006 has been entered. 

Claim Objections 

1. Claim 5 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent form for 
failing to furtlier limit the subject matter of a previous claim. 

Claim 5 recites an interface means that is already recited in claim 10. Applicant 
is required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper 
dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 
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Claim 6 is limited to "a telephone terminal device as claimed in claim 5," as 
covered by Inoue in view of Sogaard and further in view of Sone. Claim 10 recites "an 
external memory device" and "a telephone directory memory." Claim 6 recites "at least 
one of said at least one telephone directory memory comprises the external memory 
device." Claim 6 is, therefore, indefinite because it modifies the two memory elements 
that were distinguished in claim 10 such that they become the same thing. Claim 6 
does not appear to have any other reasonable interpretation and should be cancelled. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 5, 7, 8, 10 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Inoue (US Patent 6,618,586) in view of Sogaard Rasmussen, hereinafter Sogaard (US 

Patent 5,134,717), and further in view of Sone (US Patent 6,223,057). 

Claim 1 is limited to "a telephone terminal device." As shown in the rejection 

filed 27 December 2005, Inoue anticipates "a temporary storage memory" 7. It was 

further shown that numbers in memory 7 could be registered in a telephone directory 

memory 6. However, the telephone directory memory 6 is not "an external memory 

device for storing numbers accessible by said [telephone terminal] device." 

Furthermore, Inoue does not disclose "an interface means." However, these 

deficiencies are overcome by an obvious modification. 

In particular, Sogaard teaches a radiotelephone with repertory dialer. See 

Abstract. The telephone includes a first memory 34 and a second memory 36. 
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Advantageously, the second memory enables extension and portability of numbers that 
can also be registered in the first memory. See column 1, lines 7-25. In operation, a 
user of the telephone taught by Sogaard selects a memory position by entering one of 
the patterns 00-99. In this way, the telephone of Sogaard operates in a similar fashion 
as the telephone of Inoue, a user enters a phone number into memory without the aid of 
a plurality of directories. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide an external memory 36 as taught by Sogaard for the purpose of 
enabling the extension of memory space and flexibility of stored telephone numbers. 

Because the combination of Inoue and Sogaard fails to teach "a plurality of user 
selectable directories," all limitations of the claim have not been shown to be obvious. 
However, this deficiency is overcome by an obvious modification. 

The rejections filed 27 December 2005 showed that it would have been obvious 
in view of Sone to register a telephone number stored in a temporary memory into 
another memory that is organized by a plurality of user selectable directories after 
making a call. As Sogaard merely modifies Inoue by extending the available memory 
(as evidenced by the transparent selection of spaces 00-99 of which 00-39 belong to 
the external memory and 40-99 belong to the internal memory), it follows that it would 
have been obvious to apply the directory structure taught by Sone to both the external 
and internal memories of said combination. Therefore, Inoue in view of Sogaard and 
further in view of Sone make obvious all limitations of the claim. 



Application/Control Number: 09/595,204 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2615 

Claim 2 is rejected for the reasons presented above concerning claim 1 as well 
as the reasons set forth in the Non-Final Office Action filed 27 December 2005. 

Claim 10 is limited to "a telephone terminal device." Apropos the foregoing 
rejection of claim 1 , Inoue in view of Sogaard in further view of Sone makes obvious "a 
temporary storage memory", "an interface means" and "a plurality of user selectable 
directories." The internal memory of Inoue corresponds to "a telephone directory 
memory different from said temporary storage memory." Penultimately, Sogaard 
enables the storage of telephone numbers to any of an internal and external memory. 
Ultimately, Sone enables a directory structure for all available telephone number 
memory. These propositions evidence that the prior art combination of Inoue, Sogaard 
and Sone teaches that the external memory and the directory memory are associated 
with at least one user selectable directory and that a user can register a telephone 
number stored in the temporary storage memory in a selected one of any of said user 
selectable directories. Therefore, Inoue in view of Sogaard and further in view of Sone 
makes obvious all limitations of the claim. 

Claim 5 is limited to "a telephone terminal device as claimed in any of claims 4 or 
10." As shown in the preceding section entitled Claim Objections, claim 5 fails to limit 
claim 10, and thus, is rejected for the same reasons. 

Claims 7 and 8 are rejected for the reasons presented above concerning claim 
10 as well as the reasons set forth in the Non-Final Office Action filed 27 December 
2005. 
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Claim 11 is limited to "a telephone terminal device as claimed in any of claims 1 , 
4 and 10." The limitations of claim 1 1 were shown in the Non-Final Office Action filed 
27 December 25 to be obvious in view of the teachings of Sone. See the rejection of 
claim 9. Therefore, Inoue in view of Sogaard and further in view of Sone makes 
obvious all limitations of the claim. 

4. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Inoue in view of 
Sogaard in view of Sone and further in view of Kurosawa (UK Patent Application 
2,331,890). 

Claim 3 is rejected for the reasons presented above concerning claim 1 as well 
as the reasons set forth in the Non-Final Office Action filed 27 December 2005. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 

matter: 

5. Claim 4 is allowed. 

Claim 4 is allowable over the cited prior art for the same reasons presented in 

the Non-Final Office Action filed 27 December 2005. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-3, 5-8, 10 and 1 1 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Walter F. Briney III whose telephone number is 571- 
272-7513. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F Sam - 4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sinh Tran can be reached on 571-272-7564. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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